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APPELLANT*S BRIEF ON APPEAL 

REAL PARTY IN INTEREST 
The real party in interest is Samsung Electronics Co., Ltd., the assignee of the subject 
application, having an office at 4 16, Maetan-dong, Yeongtong-gu, Suwon-si, Gyeonggi-do, Republic 
of Korea. 

RELATED APPEALS AND INTERFERENCES 
To the best of Appellant's knowledge and belief, there are no currently pending related 
appeals, interferences or judicial proceedings. 
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STATUS OF CLAIMS 
Claims 1-5 stand rejected and are pending in the Appeal. 

STATUS OF AMENDMENTS 
No amendments were filed subsequent to the flnal rejection. 

SUMMARY OF CLAIMED SUBJECT MATTER 
The invention, as recited in Claim 1, relates to a wireless network comprising a master, a 
plurality of slaves belonging to the master, and a shared channel connecting the master with the 
slaves. The master periodically and wirelessly sends identifier information for first data that the 
network contains to at least one slave, receives at least one request for data from at least one slave, 
finds the requested data, and wirelessly sends the requested data to the corresponding slave through 
the shared channel. A slave detects identifier information for second data that the slave itself does 
not contain and which excludes identifier information for third data that the slave itself contains fi-om 
the identifier information for first data received from the master, requests the master to send the 
second data, wirelessly receives data through the shared channel, determines whether the received 
data is contained in its second data, updates identifier information for the received data in addition to 
identifier information for the third data and stores the received data in addition to the second data 
when the received data is contained in the second data, and requests the master to again send the 
second data when the received data is not contained in the second data. The data requested by the 
slave is received and stored by other slaves that need it simultaneously so flexible data between the 
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master and the slaves are shared in real time. (Specification, page 4, line 4, through page 6, line 25, 
and FIGS. 2 and 3y. 

The invention, as recited in Claim 3, relates to a method for enabling any one of a plurality of 
slaves to receive data from a master through a shared channel to share flexible data in real time on a 
wireless network. Identifier information for first data, which the network contains, is wirelessly 
received firom the master. Identifier infomiation for second data that the slave itself does not contain, 
excluding identifier information for third data that the slave itself contains, is detected fi-om the 
identifier information for the first data received fi-om the master. Data is wirelessly received from 
the master through the shared channel, when there is identifier information for the second data. It is 
determined whether identifier infomiation for the received data is contained in the identifier 
information for the second data. When identifier information for the received data is contained in the 
identifier information for the second data, the identifier information for the received data in addition 
to the identifier information for the third data is updated, and the received data in addition to the 
third data is stored. When identifier information for the received data is not contained in the 
identifier information for the second data, the identifier information for the second data is wirelessly 
sent to the master, and the master is requested to send the second data. (Specification, page 4, line 4, 
through page 6, line 25, and FIGS, 2 and 3). 

GROUNDS OF REJECTION TO BE REVIEWED ON APPEAL 
Whether Claims 1-5 are unpatentable imder 35 U.S.C, § 103(a) over U.S. Patent No. 
6,256,634 to Moshaiov et aL (hereinafter, Moshaiov) in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,119,016 to 
Mattisevich. 



^ Although a citation for each feature of the claims is provided herein, Appellant notes that support may be found 
elsewhere in the written description. 
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ARGUMENT 

The Examiner rejected Claims 1-5 under 35 U,S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
one or more of Moshaiov and Matusevich. 

1. Claims 1-5 are patentable over the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich 
A. Independent Claim 1 

The Examiner contends that each element of Claim 1 is taught, suggested or rendered 
obvious by the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich? More specifically, the Examiner 
contends that Moshaiov teaches each element of Claim 1 with the exception of wirelessly 
sending and receiving data in a network. The Examiner cites Matusevich in an attempt to remedy 
this deficiency.^ 

Claim 1 recites, in part, a wireless network comprising a master, a plurality of slaves 
belonging to the master, and a shared channel connecting the master with the slaves. A slave 
detects identifier information for second data that the salve does not contain and requests the 
master to send the second data. Data is received and it is determined whether the received data is 
contained in the second data. The received data is stored when the received data is contained in 
the second data. The master is requested to again send the second data when the received data is 
not contained in the second data. The data requested by the slave is received and stored by other 
slaves that need it simultaneously. 

Moshaiov describes a slave that receives a list of data item identification numbers from a 
master for comparison with a list of data item identification numbers in the slave's own database. 
The slave sends a request for a list of items to be updated after comparison, and the master sends 
only those specifically identified items to the slave.'* Moshaiov discloses that the method may be 
used in combination with other means of establishing a communication link between computers. 



^ See Final OfTice Action dated March 27, 2008, page 3. 
^ See Final Office Action dated March 27, 2008, page 6. 
^ See Moshaiov^ column 16, line 59 through column 17, line 13. 
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and Matusevich describes synchronization in a wireless telecommunications system.^ 

While Moshaiov describes that a master sends specifically identified items to a slave after 
a slave sends a request for those specifically identified items to be updated, it fails to describe 
that the slave checks the received items to determine whether the items sent by the master are in 
fact the items requested by the slave. More specifically, Moshaiov fails to disclose a 
detennination of whether the received data is contained in the second data, as recited in Claim 1. 

The Examiner contends that if the slave requested the second data then receives the data 
from the server, it may be interpreted that the received data is contained in the second data, as 
otherwise the replication would not occur.^ However, Appellant asserts that a request for 
specific data does not necessarily result in the reception of this specific data. The Examiner cites 
a portion of the abstract of Moshaiov that describes a situation in which the slave fails to receive 
replication data/ However, Moshaiov fails to describe the situation in which incorrect data is 
received after a request. Due to the possibility of receiving incorrect data, Claim 1 recites a 
determination of whether the received data is contained in the second data. Moshaiov fails to 
provide any disclosure relating to such a determination, as described above. Moshaiov also fails 
to disclose that another request is made for the data when the received data is not contained m the 
second data, as recited in Claim 1 . 

The Examiner also contends that if the plurality of slaves is requesting data from the 
master, then the data is for slaves that need it simultaneously.^ However, Claim 1 of the present 
invention clearly recites that the data requested by one slave is simultaneously received and 
stored by other slaves that need it. Moshaiov fails to provide any disclosure relating to the 
simultaneous reception and storage of data needed by one slave that was requested by another 
slave. 



See Matusevich y Abstract. 
^ See Final Office Action dated March 27, 2008, pages 4-S. 
^ See Moshaiov^ Abstract, lines 16-23. 
^ See Final Office Action dated March 27, 2008, pages S-6. 
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The Examiner further contends that the features upon which Appellant relies are not 
recited m the rejected claims.^ Appellant respectfully asserts that the Examiner has failed to 
appreciate the scope of the present invention. Claim 1 recites that a slave receives identifier 
information for first data that the network contains. The slave then detects identifier information 
for data it does not contain from the identifier information for the first data. More specifically, 
the slave determines which of the identifier information for the first data it contains (identifier 
information for the third data) and which it does not contain (identifier information for the 
second data). The slave then requests that the master send the data that it does not contain 
(second data). Upon reception of the data from the master, the server determines whether the 
received data is the data that was requested (second data). When the received data is contained 
in the second data the identifier information for the received data and the third data is updated, 
and the received data and the third data are stored. When the received data is not contained in 
the second data, the slave again requests the master to send the second data. Thus, Claim 1 
clearly recites a situation in which incorrect data is received after a request. 

Mattisevich fails to provide any disclosure that remedies the deficiencies of Moshaiov 
described above. Thus, Claim 1 is patentable over the combination of Mattisevich and Moshaiov. 

B, Independent Claim 3 

The Examiner also rejected independent Claim 3 under 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) contending that 
Claim 3 contained similar recitations as those set forth in Claim 1.'^ 

Claim 3 recites, in part, a method for enabling any one of a plurality of slaves to receive data 
from a master through a shared channel to share flexible data in real time on a wireless network. 
Identifier information for first data is received. Identifier information for second data that the slave 
does not contain excluding identifier information for third data that the slave contains is detected 
from the identifier information for the first data. Data is received from the master and it is 
determined whether identifier information for the received data is contained in the identifier 

^ See Advisory Action dated July 14, 2008, page 2. 
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information for the second data* When the identifier information for the received data is contained in 
the identifier information for the second data, the identifier information for the received data and the 
third data is updated and stored. When the identifier information for the received data is not 
contained in the identifier information for the second data, identifier information for the second data 
is sent to the master and the master is requested to send the second data. 

Appellant asserts that Claim 3 is patentable for at least the reasons presented above with 
regard to Claim 1. More specifically. Claim 3 recites that it is determined whether identifier 
information for the received data is contained in the identifier information for the second data, 
and that when identifier information for the received data is not contained in the identifier 
information for the second data, the identifier information for the second data is sent to the 
master and the master is requested to send the second data. As described above with regard to 
Claim 1, the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich fails to teach, suggest or render obvious 
these steps. 

Accordingly, the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich fails to teach, suggest or 
render obvious each and every element of Claim 3, Therefore, it is respectfiiUy submitted that 
Claim 3 is allowable over the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich. 

C> Dependent Claims 2, 4 and 5 

Claims 2, 4 and 5 are patentable at least by virtue of their dependency from independent 
Claims 1 and 3. The patentability of Claims 1 and 3 is described above. Claims 2, 4 and 5 also 
recite patentable subject matter in their own right. It is respectfiiUy submitted Aat because the above 
arguments place the independent claims in condition for allowance, these dependent claims are also 
believed to be in condition for allowance. Therefore, the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich 
fails to teach suggest or render obvious every element of Claims 2, 4 and 5, and it is respectfiiUy 
submitted that Claims 2, 4 and 5 are patentable over the combination of Moshaiov and Matusevich, 



See Final Office Action dated March 27, 2008, pages 7-9. 
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Accordingly, Appellant asserts that Claims 1-5 are allowable over the combination of 
Moshaiov and Matusevich, and respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 



It is well settled that in order for a rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) to be appropriate, the 
claimed invention must be shown to be obvious in view of the prior art as a whole. A claim may be 
found to be obvious if it is first shown that all of the recitations of a claim are taught in the prior art 
or are suggested by the prior art. In re Rovka . 490 F.2d 98 1 , 985, 1 80 U.S.P.Q. 580, 583 (C.C.P.A. 
1974^. cited in M.P.E.P. §2143.03. 

The Examiner has failed to show that all of the recitations of Claims 1-5 are taught or 
suggested by the art of record, or the combination thereof. Accordingly, the Examiner has failed to 
make out a prima facie case for an obviousness rejection. 

As the Examiner has failed to make out a prima facie case for the obviousness rejection, the 
rejection of Claims 1-5 must be reversed. 



THE FARRELL LAW FIRM, P.C. 
333 Earle Ovington Blvd., Suite 701 
Uniondale, New York 1 1553 
(516) 228-3565 (tel) 
(516) 228-8475 (fax) 



§103(a). 



CONCLUSION 



Dated: Januaiy 16,2009 



By: 



Paul J. FaJ^ll 
Reg. No.: 33,494 
Attorney for Applicant(s)/Appellant(s) 
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CLAIMS APPENDIX 

1. (Rejected) A wireless network comprising a master, a plurality of slaves belonging to 
the master, and a shared channel connecting the master with the slaves; 

wherein the master periodically and wirelessly sends identifier information for first data 
that the network contains to at least one slave, receives at least one request for data from at least 
one slave, finds the requested data, and wirelessly sends the requested data to the corresponding 
slave through the shared channel; 

wherein a slave detects identifier information for second data that the slave itself does not 
contain and which excludes identifier information for third data that the slave itself contains 
from the identifier information for first data received from the master, requests the master to 
send the second data, wirelessly receives the data through the shared channel, determines 
whether the received data is contained in its second data, updates identifier information for the 
received data in addition to identifier information for the third data and stores the received data 
in addition to the third data when the received data is contained in the second data, and requests 
the master to again send the second data when the received data is not contained in the second 
data; and 

whereby the data requested by the slave is received and stored by other slaves that need it 
simultaneously so flexible data between the master and the slaves are shared in real time. 

2. (Rejected) A wireless network according to claim 1, wherein the master is a base 
station, and each of the slaves is a mobile wireless terminal 

3. (Rejected) A method for enabling any one of a plurality of slaves to receive data from 
a master through a shared channel to share flexible data in real time on a wireless network, 
comprising: 

wirelessly receiving identifier information for first data, which the network contains 
from the master; 

9 
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detecting identifier information for second data that the slave itself does not contain and 
excluding identifier information for third data that the slave itself contains from the identifier 
information for the first data received from the master; 

when there is identifier information for the second data, wirelessly receiving data from 
the master through the shared channel; 

determining whether identifier information for the received data is contained in the 
identifier information for the second data; 

when identifier information for the received data is contained in the identifier 
information for the second data, updating the identifier information for the received data in 
addition to the identifier information for the third data, and storing the received data in addition 
to the third data; and 

when identifier information for the received data is not contained in the ideniifier 
information for the second data, wirelessly sending the identifier information for the second data 
to the master, and requesting the master to send the second data. 

4. (Rejected) A method according to claim 3, wherein the master is a base station, and 
each of the slaves is a mobile wireless terminal. 

5. (Rejected) A method according to claim 3, further comprising, when there is no 
identifier information for the second data, returning to the step of receiving the identifier 
information, after waiting for a predetermined time. 
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EVroENCE APPENDIX 



There is no evidence submitted pursuant to 37 C.F.R. 1.130, 1.131, 1.132 or entered by the 
Examiner and relied upon by Appellant. 
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RELATED PROCEEDINGS APPENDIX 

There are no known decisions rendered by a court or the Board in any proceeding identified 
pursuant to paragraph (c)(l)(ii) of 37 C.F.R. 41.37. 
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